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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1)D Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)[3 This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 21 3. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) K) Claim(s) 1-22 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 1-22 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Domel '852 in view of Peterson et al. 

Domel et al discloses a remote control signal generator 31 wherein pushing a 
single button once sets the shade in motion and by pressing the button again, a stop 
command is given. Pushing the button yet again resumes operation of the blind, 
although in the opposite direction than before due to a "flip-flop" 160. See column 15, 
lines 6-39. This has the disadvantage of not permitting the operator know which 
direction the device is presently to be moved, up or down and further prevents stopped 
movement and then a resumption in the same direction. However, Peterson et al 
discloses that a remote control having up and down buttons is well known. It would have 
been obvious to provide individual buttons for the remote, as suggested by Peterson et 
al, to overcome the drawbacks of Domel. 

Claims 8-18,20/8-18,21/8-18 and 22/8-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Bresson et al in view of Peterson et al. 

Bresson et al disclose a programmable Venetian blind operating device which 
controls raising, lowering and tilting of the slats. The device is programmable and 
keeps track of its movement by way of measuring rotation speed. It is clear that the 
device is capable of recognizing it's current position upon a command to change it's 
status and it would have been obvious to program it to manipulate the shade in any 
desired manner, i.e. raise, tilt, etc., upon providing a signal. While Bresson does not 
specifically show an up and down button, such is well known as illustrated by Peterson 
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et al. It would have been obvious to modify Bresson et al to have such a remote control 
so as to enable desired movement of the shade. 

Claims 19,20/19,21/19 and 22/19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bresson et al in view of Domel et al '852. 

Domel, in column 25, lines 42-44, disclose that manual buttons are 
interchangeable with signals. In view of this teaching, it would have been obvious to 
modify Bresson et al to have such a manual button so as to reduce the chance of 
operational failure. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 
Applicant argues the impropriety of combining the references. For example, Peterson et 
al is said to be not compatible with Domel et al. However, the proposed combinations 
are not physical combinations but, rather, combinations that suggest modification of the 
primary reference within it's capabilities. It is clear from reading Domel, for example, 
that he could easily be programmed to use separate up and down buttons wherein 
pushing either button sends a signal to the motor to stop operation. The recited concept 
of programming a motive system so that pushing a button will stop, instead of reversing, 
the motor is well within the skill level of those in the art. The same is true of the 
Bresson and Peterson combination. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Blair M. Johnson whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
6830. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri., 6:30-3:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Chilcot can be reached on (571) 272-6777. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). ^ m j , 
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